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Remarks upon Dr. Wittiam SHERLOCK S |» 
( Falſe and Treachernu ) Defence,.. and Explication, _ 
of ſome principal Articles of Fauth; in a Sermon, before 
my Lord Mayor and the Court” of Aldermen, on 
April 25. 1697. | FT | 


No ſooner ſaw the Title of this Sermon, The Danger of corrupt- 
ing the Faith, by Philoſophy ;, and the Text, Let no man ſpoil you, 
through Philoſophy; but | imagined what was the Author's 
deſign. To protect himſelf from, and to be revenged upon, 
the Oxford- Heads, and the famous Decree there made, by an 
_ Inſult upon the Learning of the Place, upon Philoſophy it ſelf. | 
He addreſſes his Sermon againſt Philoſophy, and Reaſon, Againſt 
; Philoſophy, on the Authority of a (miſtaken) Text of Scripture. 
Againſt Reaſon, on his own Authority, but not without a juſt provo- 
cation we may be ſurez becauſe he found Reaſon wa firſt againſt him. 
Reaſon, Sagacity, Knowledg, Wiſdom, are but only ſeveral names 
of the ſame thing 3 and I never heard of any thing that Reaſon was 
againſt, or that was againſt Reaſon, but only Foly or Falſhood. 
T herefore, tho there have becn fome, as particujarly great Eraſmus, - 
who jeſtingly wrote Encomum morie, the Praiſe of Folly: 1did nor 
expect that a Dean of St. Paul's would have preach'd for Folly, becauſe 
I took preaching to be a ſerrow Exerciſe. | | 
Dr. Sherlock had a mind to declaim againſt Reaſen, and againſt Phi- 
loſophy : Why ? For the ſake, he faith, of certain Articles of Fauh, 
that are in great and preſent danger, from Philoſophy and Reaſon, 
What, Man wilt thou ſay then that there are Articles of Faith which 
diſagree with Reaſon, and with Philoſophy ? Reaſon being nothing elſe 
but Wiſdom ;, nor Philoſophy, but the Obſcryations and Experiments 
that have been made concerning the nature of things, in one word 
q--} | A 2 | _ . < Expp- 
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[>perience © This U, :dertaking, to defend the Articles of Faith, by 
Qecrying Reaſon and Philoſophy, is to fay In cttect, the Articles of 


Eaith are not conſiltent either with natural Wiſdom, or with experimen- 
ral Knoniedg, han which a more dangerous, or more opprobrious 
thing could not be faid, by Fanints, Or Retobbe, or Other the rankelt_ 
Atheiſt in'the World: In very deed, 'tis the: whole that Athcilts and 


Infidels would periwade they redk: n, ard ſo far forth they reckon 
truly. "that they gin their point] by "cha Conceſlion. 


This kigd of Defence theretore, is as falſe and treacherous, 25 our 
Authorſ  Explication, of the Articles ir tended, is heretical and anti- 


| chriſtian. | Neon ral: avxilio, non defenſrribus iſts the Arricles of Faith 
lack no fuch Detences, or Defenders. - 1ho all of- them arc not diIco- 
verable |by meer Philoſophy, or by natural unallited Reak 'n, yet - 
they. perfectly agree with both; and receive light and confirmation | 
ftrom!'em. ; T 
\Vell; but ſeeing the Doctor kad taken a conceit! agali! {t Philofophys 
\\ iy did he choole this T CXf, {o| contrary, in the opinion of all Os 
preters. tO his purpoſe” For they are all of opinion, that the Apoltle 
tpeaks not of Philotophy i in general, , but of the Platonich Phllolſop! NY 5, 
.and more Fpecially of the notions, of that Philoſophy, concerning 
b I'rinity ef Drvane $ Spirits and $::bPRances : which Notions are arts very 
| ſame. with Dr. Sherlock's, | as is not only confelled,, but moſt largely 
| proved, by the chief Alle) tor of them, Dr. Cudworth, See Mr. Pools 
|  Synopi Critic, im loc. and Dr. Cudworth's Inte!. Syſtems, P- 546, & dcineeps, 
| "But let us make an Abſtract or Summary of this Sermon : of the 
Point or Poftrines, it advances ; and of the Reaſoninoge, that ate 
wie here, to ſupport them. And alter Wards; contider brict!y, both 
2e one and the other. Heobſerves 
| 1. Thar, Philoſophy and Reaſon are the only things, which thoſe 
| men agore. who would have no God art all. "And that, what makes 
iome men Atheiſts and Infidels,z, ever the Philoſophick TinQure, nd 
thur adherence to Natural Reaſon : he {ame makes others to be He- 
reticks * that is, to be Arians, | SOCINIANS, and Pclagians, Par. 'F 
and 6. and y. | 
|, -. 2. Hay, find the true Chriſtian Faith, we muſt attend only.to 
| Scripture. | Not ro the meer Werds, or Phraſes. there uſed 3 , for ſuch 
| 2a Confeſſion or Declaration of the Faith would leave all tg Herclics 
vatouch d, and all Hereticks 1n quiet polle! Ton of their 4 cnn 
ecauſe. 


Py 


| 


| 
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becauſe they all ſubmir to the Wards, at ad Pls aſds ; of Scripture. Bat for 
alcertalniwp what is The truc Faith, we mult attend LO SCrIpLUre only, 
in this Senle ; nam«ly, to what is the true 17 eanms of Scripture-words 
and Phraſes : torhat Meaiing Winch the Phraſe ana Words do laply ; 
rejecting all mixture of Philcſophy and natural Reaſon, in our Dit- 
putes 41d Inquiries, concerxing the leaning of Scripture. P. 7402 9. 

3. That, as we are Chiiltians; 2nd unkeſ, we will be underitood, 
t9 reject the ſupreme, Authority of Revelation, we mult believe thoſe 
Doctrines that are molt myſterious and unconceivable : notwithitand- 
Ing any Objections from Naratgl Realon, and from Philofopiy, a- 
gainſt *ﬀm. Wherevpon he hath this Aphoriſm ; He thar belieiis no 


jarther than natural Reaſon approves, believes his Reaſon, and not 


the Rev clation ; he is a natural Philoſopher, not a Believer. P.i1,12. 
4. That, Diiliculty of conceiving a thing, nay the abſolure Uricon- 
ceivableneſs of it, mult not hinder cur Afſent ro what is contained i: 
Divine Revelation: becauſe we, do not dibclieve what is made | NOWN: 
to us, by Senſe, or by Keaſon : , notwithitanding any Dufſicuity, or T. 
concervableneſs aUdhc "TIng toilt. Andast Contradictions, A1o often yh 
j<cted in thele caſes: tis an ealy marco to find Contradictions in 
what we do not underſtand 3 when we will be reaſoning on what we 
do not underſtand, | there will be Contradictions and Impoſſibilities innv- 
merable, in bur Guelles about em. P. 13,14. 15, 16. 
After this, he anſwers to two Objections, whereof the firſt is, That 
It feems very unnatural, that God having, made us Reaſonable Crea- 
Lures» and thereby having made natural Reaſon the meaſure of Truth 


and Falihood to us, we ſhould notwithſtanding be required to believe ' 


without Reaſon. Wh we mult believe witly our Underlſt: indings how 
can we believe what we do not underſtand ? To this he anlwers, by 
ſaving > when an Objcion is made againſt any thing, or that it is (as 


we apprehend) wathour Reaſon, o or againſt and contrary to Reaſon : | 


the Ob »jection 18 of no value, if ſuch thing 1; not the proper Object of 
' Reaſon 3 ſuch as the Natures and Eſſences of \things, their ellential 
Realons, tneir Unions, Operations, and Propertics : which, no Man 
(he ſaith) can pretend, are the Objects of Reaſon, or that any Man 
living can know any.thing of them. And this, he adds; is all the In- 
comprebEntibility and Contradidtio:. that Men can chaſe on the Dgc- 
:r1nes of the Trinity and [ncarazon.*.P, 179 18} 19, 


The tecond ObjcCtion is ; To what - purpole can ſich a Revelation + 


{orve 
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(6) 
ſerye, or of what uſe can tuch a Faith be, which is concerning things 
we cannot comprehend or underſtand- and to. which Reaſon diſa-: 

grees ? He anſwers, Firſt, we may uſe the World, and every thing in 

It, zS fully and to as good purpoſe; asif we underſtood the Reaſons, 

and internal Nacures.of things. The Objection, if it hath any force, 

takes place,. as much againſt created Nature, or the Complex of things 
called the World, as againſt the Goſpel-Myſteries of the Trinity and 

Incarnation : for the former 1s all zncomcervable Myſtery, as well as the 
"latter. He anſwers again, Secondly ; Tho we underſtand not the Tri- 

nity, the Incarnation, or the neceſſity of the Satwfattion by the Death of 

the Son of God : 'tis for all that a very »/ef# Knowledg, even this, 
that God ſo loved the World, that he gave hys only begotten Son, to the end, 
that nhoſvever believeth in him, ſhould not periſh, but have everlaſting 

Lifn. P. 21, 22,23: | 

T his is the Subſtance,- and Force of the Sermon. And one would 
think, on a peneral View of this Diſcourſe ; that all Dr. Sherlocks 

Care and C:ncern were for the poor diſtrelſed Articles of the Chriſti- 
an Faith : that there is nothing in his 'Thoughts, however nothing 

equally in his Thoughts; as the Defence and Patronage of the (Catho- 
iick Doctrines of the) Trinity, the Incarnation, and SatisfaCtion. But 
[ know no body but himſelf, and his Party of Rea's/ts, as they call 
themſelves, that queſtion the Articles of the Trinity, the Incarnation, 
or the Satisfaction, in the Senſe they are held by the Catholick Church. 
It is even neceſſary to caution his Hearers, and Readers, what this 
PoRor's true meaning is, when he pretends to plead for the Trinity, 
| and the Articles thereon depending. For when he cries Trinity, he 
| | mears three Eternal and Infinite Spirits ;, that is, (he ſays Trinity, and 
| means Tritheiſm : and this is the Reaſon, why his Defences of the Ca- 
| tholick Doctrine of the Trinity, are zs falſe and weak, as his Explica- . - 
\  tionof that Doctrine, th3t I may ule the words of the Oxford. Decree 
_ «concerning if, ts heretical and impriow, | | 7 
The whole Catholick Church believes ; that Almighty God is one 
Infinite and Eternal Spirit. Tat \the Divinity was ſo incarnate in 
the Humanity of thz Lord Chriſt, \as to exert in it the Divine Attri- 
| butes : as Ommfcience, or the Knowledg of the Thoughts, and of the 
| Future; and Ommportence, or the Power of Miracles. Whereupon 
| there followed (as Divines ſpeak)! a Communication of Iatrnms: Which 
i to ſay, jn conlideration of this Incarnation, 'we ſay God was made 
|. | | | Man ; 


ol 


T3 


tice and warning of this Wolf in Sheeps Clothing, or not to derett the 


| | | CF N T Ws | ; 
Man, and the Lord Chriſt ts true God, But by the former, "tis only | 
meant, that by his Incarnation or Indwelling in.the Humanity, it may 
be faid, (ſomewhat Catachreſtically or improperly) that God became 
an : by the other, that zhe Lord Chrilt is true God, 18 meant; he 1s 
God (and whatſoever may be ſaid of God) in reſpect of Cod in him, 
Farther, tht our Bleſled Saviour by his aftive.and\paſive Ob dierice, 


| didreconcile Men to God, and God to Met, and ſ.twfed whatſoever 


the Juſtice of God required for the Pardon of Sif, ard the Donation 
of eternal Life ; on the Conditions however (on our part) of Faith, 
Repentance, and Newnelſs of Life. 3 

As to the Divine Perſons, that the Divine Eilence or Subſtance, or 
the Diviaity it (elf, can be no otherwiſe diſtinguiſhed or diyerſifed, 
but only (as the Biſhop of Worceſter words this matter) by dfferert 
Modes of Subſitence, or relative Properties - which, being conlidered 
OSHeNee with the Divine Eſſence and Attributes, are named Per- 
07s. ; | 
In this Faith all the Denominations of Chriſtians do acquieſce. As 
it is the Charches Doctrine, and her whole Doflrine about theſe Mat- 
ters; *cis alſo imbraced, by all the Sets of Chriſtians, except only the 
Arians : of which Perſwaſion there are none (I think) in England; 
nor in the Domfnions of any Chriſtian Prince or State. But Dr. Sher- 


4 


| bock, and with him ſome few others, endeavour to diſturb this happy 


Agreement and Conſent; they would divide us by novel DoCtrines, 
and a new Explication of the Trinity :: an Explication which is as ma- 
Nifeſt Polytheiſm and Paganiſm, as any of the (old or modern) Hea- 
thens were ever guilty of. He hath not indeed in this Sermon de- 
clared expreſly, what kind of Trinity he pleads for ; but he intimates 

ic, and plainly points to it, at p. 7, and 10. He owns {at p. 10.) *cis 
the new Explication; and at p. 7. the real Trinity: by which Names 
(all Men know) he and his Party call their Trinity of Spirits and Sub- 


\ ftances, in all their Books. Therefore, tho if another- Man had 


preached this Sermon ; the Errors and Weaknefſles, for which 'tis ſo re- 


. markable, might haye been charitably overlook'd : yet coming from 


him whodeſigns to eſtabliſh a Hereſy, that ſubyerts the grand Deſign 
of Chriſtianity, and revives Paganiſm, under the diſguiſe of a (falſe) 
Zeal for the Catholick Do&rines of the Trinity, the Incarnation, and 
the SatisfaCtion ; it would be a very drowſy Neglett, not to gfve no- | 
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fs aljeneſ; ot Mis Re 4! on ngs, as well as th [piety of his Prin ncip! EI and 
Datrine. I come by now to 2 particular Diſcuſſion of the ſe- 


vera] Parts of t his Sermon, 
{t 1\ct Propoiitions. 


Which | navel already repreicrnted in di- 


[T be {6/4 was : © Philoſo FO and Re iſon.a are the only things which 
5, thole Mein adore, who world haveno God ar all. . And what makes 
vc {0: ne Men Atheiſts, In S Ii; dels: 3 abs (i is Philofophick 'Tincture. JANC 


<& their Adherence to natutal Keaton: the fame makes others 70 be 
& Hereticks , that 15, to be Arians, Socinians, and Pelagians. 
He intended it, without doubt, as 2 mighty Prejudice againſt Rea- * 


ſon and Philoſophy, chat Arheiits and Infidels pretend to both : and 


That they ſeem to clteem nothing clie. And, ip truth, a notable Rea- 
toning it 1s, fora Sermon ; as Sermons ordinafily now go : but from 
thePrets, or in a Book, tis a contemptible Weakneſs. "Atheiſts, and 
Infidels, magnify Phi! ot5phr, and, Reaſon: therefore Divines, and 
200d Chrittians, mutt be hence cautioned, that Philoſophy and Rea- 
ton will defpoil 'em of ther PFitty towards, God, and their Faith as 
Chriftizns. Sir Fraucs Bacon, Lord Veritam,\ 1s often quoted, for a 
contrary Apboriti , namely this : that indeed ** a ſmattering in Phi- 
*« loſophy, | inc! ines Men © Atheiſm and Irreligion ; but a Mattery in 
«ir, begets and nouriſhes Picty and Falth. || And ſurely, Experience 
has ſhown, he was in the right. For thole Divin S» Who havc allo been 
Phiperh are the Vien, that have by their Writings done the great- 
eſt and moſt ſucceſsful, Service to Religion, Which, in ſuch an Age as 
this, would hardly have ſtood its Ground, under the Sc en of 


Divines, that were not Philoſophers alſo. 


The W Capons of Athciſts and Ind dels, Dr. $ erleck|ſaith, are Phi- 
'&fp; phy. and] Reaſon : 1 am of opinion, "hey muſt be beaten ar their 
own, Weapobs 3 or they will nev er bo beaten. Yield but to them Phi- 
lo1o] Day 21d Reaſon : the AGV2RLAgE, 1 tear, will be judged to be on 


Their tide. | wonder how-this Doctor, who is for excluding Reaſan 


and Philoſophy, as Encmies tp Diving, 3 T3 uih, would deal with the 
Athe its Ld Infidels. But it may be. h& wonld buy him a milly Quar- 

FO BOK, with C 'aſps and Boiics, an d khock em down with it. 
| And It troubles him ſadly tbo, that Phi; ofuph and Reaſon are the 
Weapons of Heretichs : Of Aria: 15s and |Socinians,| and Pelagians : : as 
well 3s Of Atheiſts and'Infidels.)/ And fr: mM hente he infers, as before, 
Lat it V1 this ſame (feurvy )) Philoſophy, (2x ; Reaton 1» That ade em 
| ? | $2088 | Rs LIEN | Hers 
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Hereticks. Withcut doubt this was intended at the OxfordedZeads. 
Thoſe moroſe old Genilemes that could not let a Man alone, in a 
ſmall {iip. but muſt b. decroe1n -. and cenſfiring; as ſoon as evtr us 


- faid or p: inted that there ate trrce Eternal and Infinite S|irits : ?cts 
but fit they ſhould be £14 their own ;, that tisthey, with their Phulofo- 


phy. and their Lugicks, ur Art of Reaſoning, chat makz all the Hereticks. 
A:.d yet 'tis thouglir, by ſome odd Fellows, on the other hand ; thar 
Philolophy and Rezfon never cauſed that Miſchief that our Preacher 
pretends : and they offer, to confirm what they lay, by the Example 
of the Arch Heretick Socinw: Who never underſtood Phil nor 


{o much as Logicks, or the Art of Keaſoning, till the latter part of his 
Life. Toward the latter part of his Life, he got ſome Skill in the | 


Sophiſmatical part of Logick, and wrote a little Treatiſe about it. 
Howe're it bez, I find, *tis like to go hard with Philoſophy ; whatever 
becomes of Reaſon. For Dr. Sherl«ck warns, in effett, my Lord 
Mayor, and the Court of Aldermen, that they take care, that theic 
Children may never ſee Oxford or Cambriag ; lor there they will 
catch the Infe&ion of Philoſcphby , and after that, ?tis certain they will be 


Hereticks, Arians, or Soclnians, or Pelagians. The Hereticks on the: 


other ſide, many of them, are no leſs bicter againlt this ſame (dam- 
nable) Philoſophy : they proteit, cſpecially in their Latin Works , 
that 'ris Philoſophy that corrupted and debauch'd Divinity. I wiſh in 


my heart theſe Gentlemen (the Doctor and the Hereticks) do not. 


play booty, into one anothers hands : for as angry as they would 
ſeem againſt one another, tis pl 
| | Asfor poor Reaſon, and the Hurt ſhe does, in ſeducing Men from 
| the true Faith; I will conſider what may be faid in the cale, in ano- 
ther part-(a more opportune place) of this Anſwer 3, and content my 
ſelf to make here tiis one Reilection. "Tis very ſ{urprizing to me, 
that this DoCtor ſhould turn Heretick-raker; when he himſelf ftands 
cenſured of Hereſy, and in the very point of the Trinity, by Decree 
of the moſt famous Univerſity in the World, - Not. only fo, but 
fome Learned and Orihodox Writers, as great Antipelagrans as him- 
ſelf, pretend to a Diſcovery, that be and his Party of Real:/ts are S9- 
cinians, and ſtart jult from the ſame place, from whence L. Socinus, 
Ochinus, Blandrata, and other Founders of Socinianiſm, firſt ſer forth. 
They prove this Charge, by two things: Firſt, that the Doctrine of 
| | | | [} _ Dean 


3 


ain, they join Stocks againſt Philo- 
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Dean Sherlock concerning the Uivine Pextons, is exattly the ſame, with. 


the Hereſy of Lelias Srerhws, B, Ochinua, C., Blandrata, V. Gemils, . 
and other Founders of Soqnianiſh :. they all teach alike, three Di- 

| vine Ffjences, Subſt ances, and Spitzts, And. whereas, againſt this eve- 
| Ty.onc| would be ready#0 object; that three Intinite Spiritual Eſſences, | 
|  * three Eternal all-peri<& Spirsrs, mult needs bz three Gods : againit: | 
| which the Scripture is politive , allerting every where, that there is | 
. bureneGed. I hey anfwer?d,' there is U4t one God ;, the Father is that 

| ene God, the true Goa, the moſh High God, and God of the other two Di- 

| vine Perſons, The "reaſon is, the Father only # unoriginated; the Son 


| - | ad Spirit are originated from the Father, as their Fountain and Cauſe : 
SH | this vmE9#, or Pre-eminence of the Father, doth intitle him to the 
| name of rhe God by way of Excellence, the one God, the true God, the 
| moſt High.Ged, nay aid of God of the Son, according to that of our 


Saviour himſelf, / aſcend—to my God and to your God, Dr. Sherlock 
| difſolyeth the objected Difficulty, after the ſame manner. | For when 
be bath ſaid, three Infinire Zfſences, three Erernal Spirits ; he ſaith 
alſo but ue God and interprets |thoſe words, / aſcend to my Father 
| EE and your Father, to my God ard your. G:d, as [.. S-cinis (and that Fant) 
TEE | did , namely thus, in thele very words. ©” There 1s no [nconvent- 
L255 | © ence in owning, that-the Father is the Head, and the G4, of the 
'* ©. Son, as the Son is a Divine Perſon : for the Father is the Fountain of 
|. * ebe Deay The Son being only God of God, [that is, God origi- 
nated trom God, namely from God the Father} therefore the Fa- 
| & ther may be called hs God, Viadic. of the| I'rin; P. 15+ 1 he other 
Proof of the Charge of Sociuianiſin againſt the Dcdan ; and ofa deſign 
to introduce it, is; that the Doctrine of three Eſſences and three Spi- 
rits doth lead, - by neceſſary and unavoidable Conſequences, tothe SOcinia® ' 
| _nifm that isnowlocalicd.* For tho LaliwsSarinm, | blanarata, and the 
Þ || reſt, did abide a while 1n 1t ;, that three Eſſences and Spirits are one 
| God, ibecaule only the ir(t of them 15 arrmAko, unoriginatecd as to 
his Being ad Godhead, the other two derive Being and Godheac 
from him : yet after ſome tiine, ir was perceived by em, that thrce 
infinite Eſſences, three all-perfect Spzrirs, are not the lels three Gods, * 
<caufe the ſecond and third are origtnated from the firſt 3 for it can 
, be only 41d 16 the caſe, thacthe firſt God generated two other Gods. 
Originated or not originated 1s not what maketh a\God, but Omnime-. -' 
ds Perfeion therctore if the ſecond and third |Spirits are-each of 
| Li. ED them 
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thein All- STY he is not leſs 2 God, than the firſt is. This Refleti- 
on gave birth, to'the mndern Socinianiſm, or "the S0cuntaniim that 


now Is; for Lelins Socinus ſoon dying, bis Nephew Fayſt us $c:inm Con- 


vinced Blandrats, ard the others, that they muſt no longer lay three 
Eſſences aid Spirits 3 but ove Eflence, one Spirit 5 and alto, bur one Per- 
fon. Faultm: Szrinn took Perſon, and intellectual Ellence or wntelci4cal 
Subſtance, tn ſignify the ſame thing, he, thought them, equivalent 
terms : therefore, becauſe he plainly ſaw, that thirec (Infinite All- 
perfe&t) Ffſences or Sprrits are certainly three Gods; he contended, 
being neither a Critick ncr a Metaphylician, thar as there 15 but ore 
Divine Eſſence-or Spirit, we ought allo to ſay there 15 614 one Divine 


Perſon. In ſhort ;, the Dean's more warm Oppoſers ſay, his Dofrine 


(of a Trinity of Eſſences and. Spirits) is the ſame that was aſhrmed by 


 Lalins Soeinws, and other Founders of Socinianiſm : and that in its 


Conſequences, It leads to the modern (or preſent) Socinianiſm, the 
Socinianifm of Fauſt Secinm ;, for the Unity of God, or that the re 
is but one God, can never be defended, by theſe Men who hold Perſon 
and intelleCiual Subſt ance to be the ſame, but only on the -Principles of 
Fanft Socinm, and the modern Socinians. Thus, I ſay, ſome Ortho- 
dox Writers argue 3 they are per{waded, that as this Dottor main- 
tains the Hereſy of Lelins Socinu,, he mult, of necellity, by attend- 
ing to the Conſequences of his Doctrine, make a Coalition or Cloſure 
(in the end) with Farſtis Socimes, and the preſent Sociniariſm; if it be 
not already bis Opimon, and aim. As for Subſcriptions, Proteſtati- 
ons, and ſuch like ; Dr. Sherlock nay multiply them, as much as he 
pleaſes : but they are refolved, never to believe him ; for they pre- 
tend that his Predecellors (L. Secimtt, G. Blandrata, &c.) never {tuck 
at ſuch Matters; but made uſe of 'em as Artifices, to get into Acquain- 
rance- and Eſtcem with the Orthodox, and then ſeduce them. Bur, 
for my part, I judg the Dean, tho molt certainly a Diſciple of Leli- 
rs Socinus, may ealily be brought oft}, from the Imputation of being a 
Socinian, according to the Model of Fauſtus Socinrs, and the preſert 
Socinijans. For, it is frne, he holds three Eſſences and Spirits; and he 
thinks, Perſon and! intelleual Subſt ance \jgnity the ſame thin?, ſo that 
in multiplying theone you neceſlarily multiply the other : and ILisS 0 
lefs true; that on thele rwo Princip! 5, Or mm conſeqence of theſe two 
Principles; hecan never defend the Unity of God. but on the'grounds 


of Fauſtie Secinu, and the mudern SCN; Sz Damely, that God is 
8 2 | | TY 
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Indeed bat one Perſon, I ſay, I grant, both theſe Imputations on the 
Doctor, aretrue : and yet it will not follow, that in very deed he is a 
Socinian after the Model of Fasſtas, or aims to introduce the Socinian 
Scheme, as 'tis held by the Modern Socinians. | For having diſclaimed 
the uſe of Reaſon, in Matters of Religion, he is bound-up by no Con- 
ſequences, tho never fo clear or certain : forall Ccnſequences are the 
Children of Reaſon; againſt which (in Diſputes of Relsgron, and the 
Articles of Faith) the Doftor bas proteſted, before my Lord Mayor, 
and the Court of. Aldermen, 1f it be never ſo certain, that he holds 
#S [.&::us Socrnus did; and never To evident, that rhe neceſſary Conſe- 
quence from thence, is the Scheme of Fauſtus Sorinws : this can never 
atiect him 3 who*ciſclaiming Reaſon, is therefore diſcharged of the 
fooliſh Trouble, of attending ro Conſequences 3 Mt5ck are mere Brats 
ef Reaſon. He may beas clear of any Deſign to introduce the Scheme 
of Fasſt:s Socrins, notwithſtanding theſe-Siſpicions, of ſome right 
Orthodox Mcn; as he 1s, of bringing in Presbytery 3, which, in wy 
beart, Icannot think he intends, now he is become a Dean, We have 
ſaid enough, to his firſt Propoſition ;, that Reaſon, and Philoſophy, 


are the two ldols of Atheiſts and Hereticks : and that make Atheiſts 


to be Atheiſts, and Hereticks to be Hereticks. | 


| 
| 
1 
| 
| 


To the Second. 


He faith again: ** That to aſcertain what 15 the very and true 
{© Faith, we muſt attend only to that Mcaning of Scripture which the 
* Words and Phraſes do imply : rej<Qing all 'mixture of Reaſon, and 
*© Philoſophy ;, in our Diſputes about Religion, and our Inquiries con- 
*© cerning the Meanirg of Scripture, That is, hes for giving up the | 


Proteſtant Religion, to the Old Gentleman at Kome3 and the Chriſti- 


ticks. Reaſon and Philoſophy, he ſaith, muſt no be admitted into | 
our Diſputes about Religion, or our Ir.qutiics concerning the Mean. | 
ing of Scripture : no, the Words and Phraſes of |Scripture, in their | 
obvious and natural Scnſe, are the only things, that mult determine 
our Diſputes, form the Arti-Ics of Religion, pd [ſettle the meaning 
of Scripture, For irſtance, tte Queſtion 1s, Concerning the Tran- 
ſubſtantiation : the 1/91 ds a1 d Ihr afes are theſe > This is my Body, My 


an Religion. in general, to the certain ; malt Deiſts and Hcere- 


FLFSHuis Meat indeed. my BLOOD & Drink indeed. | He that eateth my 


FLESH, 


| 
| 
| 
| 
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FLESH, and Gakerb my BLOOD, the ſame awelleth 1 1 me, ard 1 in bim 
Yes, ſay Reaſonand Philoſophy, the Loid Chr iſt had a Body, and that 
Body was Fleſh and Blood: but when Bread is called his Body or his. 
Fleſh. and Wine his B/ood ; it could not be intended that Bread is Hu- 
mane Fleſh, or Wine is Blood, it reality- of the thins, but only in 191 j- 
fication or ſign. Bread is the Fleſh of Chriſt, and Wiie lis Bled, by 
way of ſign and ſignification : and to lay ov: herkwite Is a Contr, = Tee to 
the nature of the things ſpoken of. that is, to Philoſophy, and allo to 
Reaſon, Which aflures us that the real Bady of Chriſt cannot be ln 
Heaven, and on the Altar, at the ſame time. Exc'ude, now, Rea- ' 
ſon and Philoſophy our of this Diſpute, and from the Enquiry con- 
cerning the meaning of the words and phraſes of Scri; ture, about this 
matter, and it will be undeniable that the adva :ntage i: wholly on the 
Popiſh fide : a Proteſtant Doctor, . and he too a Dean ot St. Pauls, 
gives away our only Strengths againſt the common Adverſary, Our 
Saviour ſays of a piece of Bread, Thrs s my Beay, if now Reaton and 
Philoſophy muſt not interpret, How: will Dr. Sherlock, avoid, either 
the Papiſt on the one fide, or the Lutheran on the other ? He cannot 
have recourſe to'Serſe, in the caſe; *tis only Philoſophy or Reaſon 
that muſt help him out : for tho the Apoſtles who ſaw and raſtedthat it 
was Bread only, and not Fleſh, might have appealed alſo to their 
Senſes; yet we that never ſaw or taſted the Subſtance which Jeſus gave 
then to the Diſciples, can know by Reafon and Phil»ſopby only, by no- 
thing elſe, that it was not his Fleſh and Blood. 

We argue, ©* He took Bread, and bleſſed it, and gave to his Diſci- 

* ples; and ſaid, Take, eat, This i my Body, The Text expreſly ſays 
it was Bread which he bleſſed and brake, and called cit hi Body ; 
therefore, It, was his Body in ſign and ſipnification, not in reality, All 
this is argaing 3 "tis Reaſon that convinces #, not Senſe, that the Sub- 
{tance he divided to them was indeed Bread, not his Fleſh, which he 
neither bleſſed nor brake. | 

But if our Preacher ſays, he belicyes\4t was only Bread, becauſe the 
Tex: it ſelf calls it Bread, Ict him cenſider, that ſeeing what was called 
Bread, before Chriſt 6. eſſed it ; after the Bleſſing he calls it hu Body : 
We cannot know, by Se:ſe or by the Text, but by Reaſon and Philo- - 
ſophy only, that it was not changed (by the i. into what now 
| he calls it, namely hys Body. 


The 
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6 ED The Pap iſts be lieve e It was Bread that Chriſt toob + but becauſe when 

| he bad bias and bleſſed it, he Calls It 1s Bud), they conclude, that 

by the Bleſſing \t was changed into the ſubſtance of Fleſh, but without 

: Change of the Accidents. I ſay| now, tho Senſe might interpret the 

words this i my Body to the Apoſtles, who ſaw it and taſted it, yet tO 

& (who neither ſaw nor taſted) thoſe words cannot be rightly inter- 

preted, but only by Reaſon and Philoſophy hecauſe, tho the Text allo 
calls it Bread, yct not after it was bleſſ-d. 

| might give a hundred the like Inſtances. but [ think * cis not worrh 


Ba while; for there i: no man of any conſideration but will acknowled; 
Bl | + _ from the force of this one Example,! that Philoſophy and Reaſon may 
till - | bevery uſeful inthe Diſputes about Religion, and for aſcertaining 


4: 2 the meaning of Scripture 3 and that by no means ſhould they be 
Wi \ |. wholly excluded, as this Noveller pretends.. 


his $8 | | | 


| | - To the Third. 


« As weare Chriſtians, and unleſs we will be underſtood to rcj2t- 

* the Supream Authority of Divine Revelation, we mult believe thoſe 
« Doctrines-which are thought to be moſt ws 19mg and inconcelv- . 
« able, notwithſtanding ny ObjeCtions from Reaſon, or from Philoſo- 
« pby, againſt **m. He that believes no farther than Natural Reaſon 
& approves, believes his Reaſon, and nor the Revelation; he is a 
«< Natural Philoſopher, not a Biliever| He believes the Scriptures, AS 


= bi * he would bclieve Plato or Tully ; not as they are inſpired Writings, 
|! | +=. © but as agreeable to Realon, and as the Reſult of wiſe and deep 
E-1] | *©. Thoughts. | : 


I ſnuffr my Candle, and put on* my Spettacidh, when I read this , 

[ could not believe but that 1 miſtook, for want of a better ſight :\ 
| © ut Spectacles and Candle beth ſtood to it, that|my Eyes had not de- 
| |. 41 |. - \ceived me. I entreat ther fore the Dean of St. Pauls, to reconcile 
| what he ſays here,” with as Clear a Paſſage, in Dy. Sberlock's indication 
of the Trinity, Pag. 151- where the Doctor ſays : * Suppoſe, that 
** the natural Ceonſtriiflion of the words of Scripture import ſich a 
© Senſe, as is contrary to ſome evident Princi ple of Reaſen? Toin 1 

<:' won't believe xt. How, not believe Scripture? | No, no; I will be- 
- © lieve no pretended Revelation, which cont rradidts the plain DiQare: 
* of Reaſon, Were] | perivraded that the Books! Fakes Holy Scripture 
ic 14 
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© did contradict the plain Lictates of Reaſon, | would not believe *em. 
If this /inaication of the Trinity was Witten, as the Doctor litimates in 
the Pieface to It, by Divine /nſpiration; it would tempt Oe t0 think 
that his Sermon, Were e my Loid Mayor and the Court of Aldermen, 
was compoſed by Diabolical Sug gejticn,, for no man, not the Doctor 
himſelf, will deny, that they directly contradict one another. The 
Sertten{i\s, weare to believe the mot m; itertous and inconcetvable 


Doct: ines, notwithitanding «ry Objetions of Reaſon: the infpired 


Vindication lays, we are not to believe Scripture | if 'it contradicts 
Reaſon, The Sermon ſays, tO believe no farther than Reaſon approves, 
15 to be a Philoſopher, not a Believer : the / indication (divinely ſug- 
geited) Jays, if Reaſon approves not, but gainſays or coutradicts, we 
are not to belleve whatfoever Revelation, | 
As to thar, which he intended (I imagine) as a choj ce Thovght ; 
that to believe no farther than Keaſon approves, Is to believe the 
Scriptures but only as we would believe Plato or Tully. It will not help 
tne Preacher 1n the lcaſt. For when the /ndicator, or any other man, 
ics cauſe, to disbelieve ſomewhat in Ty or Plato ;, he conſiders that, 
tho they were indecd great men, yet being but men, they were fallible ; 


ir might readily happen that they overſaw in fome particular maiter, 


overfaw what leſs able Per ſons might happen to diſcern. | But when 
Reaſon Cannot approve *Doctrines, ſaid by ſome to be contained 
zn Scripture ;, as ſuppoſe, three Infinite Spirits, each of them a God. 
ard yer all of then but ene God : an honeſt man will cably find a grear 
many Ex pedients, much better than the Yindicator's downright 1 won't 
believe the Scriptures ,, He wiil ſay, for example : Let us examine very 
carefully, whether this contradiftory impoſſible, (and heretical) Dnc- 


rrine; three Infinite Spirits, each of them a perfe&t God, all of them 


but one; is indeed aftrmed any where in Scripture ? Itis not found 
thcre, beſure, in expreſs words it only ſeems to ſome'few Upſtarts, 
to be inplicd in ſome Paſſages of Scripture : therefore, ſays the honeſt 
Chriſtian, if thoſe Patlzges bid any thing fair, toward ſuch a Doc- 
frine ; ils better however to ſuppoſe, ?tis more congruous to think, 


that an Inipired Writer uſes a fgarative, or it may be a catachreſlical | 
Expreſſion or Phraſe, than that he dclivers flat Contradictions, or | 


gownrignt Impollib:lities 


In ſhort, 1 ſay; there is an honeſt Medinm, between Dr. Sherlock's | 


}' 9 


3nd 


[mpious 1 wow e believe A Scriptures, and between believing what Keaſon | 
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and Philoſophy do abſolutely rejet. - It is this, That we know the In- 
ſyired Writers do often ſpeak figuratively, nay often catachreſtically or 
improperly : All Interpreters conicf> ſo mych. There is hardly a 
.Chapter in the Bible where the, do not obſerve it mare than once ; 
and therefore mollity the! wpras or phraſe by a exterou: Interpietation. 


S9 that neither the Yindicarar, after ail his pretences to Inſpiration, is 
rol be heard,- when he crics, I won't believe the Scripture * Or YEL the 
Preacher, when he cants ro. my Lord Mayor ari.d the Court of Alder- 
men, That no Objetions of Reaſon can be adinitted againſt the meer 
pbraſes and worar.of Scripture. A Rule of Interpreting, that wou'd 
iztin the Tranſubitantiation, and a hundred more abſurd and hereti- 
cal Doctrines. , | 


On the Fourth. 


He tells us next. © Difficulty of conceiving a thing, nay the abſo- 
lute unconceivablenels of it, muſt not hinder our aſlent to what is 
contained in Revelation; becauſe we do not,disbelieve what is made 
.known to us by Sen/e: or by Reaſon, notwithltanding any Difficulty 

or Inconceivablencſs adhering to fuch things. And as to Contr a- 
#ittjons, fo often objeQcd in theſe caſes ; tis an eaſy matter to find. 
Contradictions in what we do not underſtand: when we will be 
; reaſoning on what we do not underſtand, |there will be Contradic- 


* r:ong and Jn.poſibilities innumerable, in our Gueſles about 'em. 


| fincerely believe that God may reveal to us many things, impe- 
netrable or unconceivable, not only by the Humane Undcritanding, 
but by the Angelical. But "tis not true, what our Preacher here adds, 
by way,of confirmation or proof ; namely, that we believe what is 
made known to us by Senſe, or by Reaſon, notwithſtanding any difficulty 


or inconceivablenets, adhering to ſome ſuch things. For Sexſe tells me, 


thit the Oxr in the Water # crooked; that all diſtant Bodies for Co- 
things in my Sleep 3 It preſents me (in Dreams) with abundance of 
Scenes , all which 1 aisbel:ene, for certain Difficulties, or an Inconceivable- 
e/5 10 thethinzgs. In like manner, 1 know but few Men who believe 
Felon eheg cine dear, but perplexed with Difficulties, or dark- 
1:90 Doubts. but eſpcciallylwhen there i3 a remarkable and manifeſt 
lyitonceivableneſs, 11 that cale weado not ule tocall it Reaſon, but, at 


 Jovrare d#b, and for Figure round; 1t tells me alſo a great number of 


$1 (| ; | | belt, 


tas onrfaced a Decree, of tac U"ive r(ity of 


Ci): | 
beſt, Prob ability and Opinion, Great Diffciltes, and a too dark <':- 
conceivableneſs, arc fuch a Ballance to whatſoever Reaſons; that the; 
loſe the name of Reaſons, and are detrudcd anto the rank of Like!1- 
locds :; and a very honourable rank it 15, for ſuch kind of Rezſons. 


ot he plainly ſhows what he would have, and what” his dep Xrat. 
Cauſe requires, when he ſo carefully adds : |4s ro Conraditticys, and 
I mpoſſubuluties, there will be many whenever we will be reaſrnin 7 about ſuch 


| rhings, as we underſtand not. | ſhall tell him; not, if there be may, 


a5 he ſays : but if there be any Contradictions, or Impoſlibilities ; the 
thing propoſed becomes thereby, mcrewble. But if we will be rc2- 
ſoning, .be ſays, about what we do not underſtand ; there will be many 
Contradictions, and Impolltbilitics, in our Gueſles concerning {ucly 
things. 1 anſwer, if thoſe Guelles do imply Contradictions, or Im- 
poſlibilities z they arc ſuch Gueſles, as none bat Fools Would make : 
19 an Impolhbilit: » OT a. ContradiCtion, 183N obviou- thing , of which, 
n9ne but CO of Gotham will be gullty. If we are reaſoning 
about things, that we do not underſtand ; and there is no occation, 


that I know of, to realon about any thing cite { WW hy muit we needs be 
overſeen as far as Contraadt: F191s and [1npoi} i wile 1e5S Are th- re N29 Miſ- 


takes to be made;. but thoſe grols ones, Im POt1tOLIUeS and Contra- 
dictions ! f | 


It has born ever hc1d, © the ſobcreſt Divin cS, that Contradiftions 
cannot be veriiiec by the Divine Omnipotence, or Omniſtience, it [elf : 
and rhat. when we lay, allrhings are | as to God, we oupht ro mean 
It, of p {Jr>ie things for a: for lnpoſſe /ipiltties, they are not the Objects 
of OmnipItence : God can no more do impoſlible things, than be can 
know falle _ to be true things, which| (moſt certainly) Is nct 
k"owable. A Serinon theretore, on behalt of | Contiadictions and Im- 
poſſibilities, cannot © be more abſurd, than *dis Heterodox, a: coma 
verfally condemned, by Divines of all Perſwalions, But this Dea 
ard, in 2 matter, in 
which, if they had m:{taken, all che Univer gllapc:; Chriitendom had 
bzen obliged, ro. declare agialt them, and |would have declared : 
therefore we need=not to wonder, that now In a Scrinan he as little 


| {cruples to contravene the koanwn aud agreed Senie and Tad 2ment, 


Bi. all the ſeveral. Denominations, Or Sect, of Chi iF1ans, [ ſha 
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| contels, 


1.0t* cbject it to another} yet to him, 


twerer : bur 
."tbit 


| ** Greatures ;-and thereby made Realon 


| very | obyi 10U5 to bz ſcen, and underitoo! ; 
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Fam ioranin? 


he Church 
Pris bt 
| ui parallel 'd Immodeſty of his Diilent, 

Catnotick Church, That hz | has advanced a 
ited Trinity ; condemned by General Co 


from the Deitrine of Diſcipline of 


2nuous BE Bhs ; and thit too, in Celtions of 
the greatelt Fr \portance : but every body knoys, now bitterly Dr. | 
Sherlock_ has always oppoſed wud ſtill oppoſes) all Diſſenters, either | 


thereſore, tho t (ſhould 
at hi. 


Herely » concerning Sik 
uncils, Decrecs of Uni- 


{ifies; and Con lent of Writers: 


Fre T Cc a D-fence of his Hettrodoxies. 


or | 


and he 
Lind Philoſophy na Reaſn, and for Contradictions and Impoſlibi- 
£5 3/no lels BENE ally reprobated on all ___ than his FEerely it 


maintains it by Pleas, 


Os bis Anſwer to the firſt 0 i efion 


as ncer was before peard ; 


he Procecus to an{wer to rws Objz&tions, Lat mever were made ; 
nowever, by none but himſelf. And | tho it is a very injudicious, 


224 © eedleis Confellicn, -of a conſcience to a MifP> own Inſulficience z 


70 jaisover Known, and very dangerous |Objz 
' to Chimeras, and Follies, never ſuggelted, 
tc Dr, Sher: «ck 1s overicen, much-farther, an 


»2 lot only overlooks the Objections of the Socinians, 
thouznt of, 


kneſles, that nol! body would have 


(© Me Wea S 
His Anſw ers are not, to thoſe () 


| 


WW ell e. 
tisfy himg-and wichout the trouble of an 1 
:his Faint ainer of Paradoxes, had for 20L 


"0 tis Anſwer. He objects, fill : 


«< It 5 735 very unnatural, that God 


© Fruth, and Fallhood : we ſhould bs require 
i ſou. 


2ny Set of Religious,. ever made this or the 1! 


nr c Creatur 5, and dobuliere (or aſſent) wi 


s | 


ions: and anſwer on- 
d worie, Than thar ; for 


| but the An- 
Djections ; but to fome- 


The Reader ſhall not agiln rely upon me, if Id» not ſa- 


itent Apnplica'ion > that 


ts Objection, when he came 


ving made vs. reaſonable 


4 £5 us, the. Meaſure of 
d, to believe without Rea- 


| And if we muſt believe, \with our Underſtandings 3 how can 
| © we believe what we do not underſtand ? | I do not believe, as] (id, 


ike Objettion. Far *tis 


that|tho we are made rea/9- 


ith our Underſtandings : 


dug, to t:l} hin of | 
1nd Senaration from theo 


or thought of. by any. 


nd |replies to - 


C49), 

yet becauſe we cann ot but be aware, that om: Reaſ.n: ad TE derſtand; | 
ings ere finite and imperfect, often ſhurt- lighted. and as often over- 
ſceing things z and the Wildom and Power 0{ Go ts ſeen in the Cun- 
rrivarce and Prructure of*the World, mot perfect cherelt ore, he may 
reveal many things to vs, to be beli. ved 'by us, o oO 7 inderſt: Nc 
them not,. nor liave any othicr Cauſe of qur believing os but only! 
God's Revelation of them: We ought |to believe God, as Children! 
do their Parents 3 or as we our ſelves believe ſage and ſober Perſons 
In Matters belonging to their particular Art jor Crait :; that i: to fas. 
Policye them on their H m and for the juſt Opinix »n we have. of ths 
ſireriour Knowledg in! tuch Matters. To cilpnte again{t rag I; 
ſuch a degree of Folly , thar, tho l dare not anſwer tor every Particyu- | 
lar Man: yet I know well, and any reaſonable body will fuppoty 
there never was any Party ot Men, or Sect off Religious, that conid be 
ſo overſeen. I grant inde: d! as%is in the Qbjction ; 'thar. Reaſon 15, 


. the meaſure of Truwh) and E alſhood - but not the|frail, f fallible Reaſon, of 


Mens bur the infallrbie Wiidom of God. Anil in this, all Sects azrec. - 
The Objection therefore is Chimerical, and was never made by any 
ſort of Oppoſers : 'tis only a looſe Thought of this Preacher ; an't 
advanced, to help fill up a crude Sermon. Wel!, but what is the wiſe 


Anſwer, to a ſilly Objettion ? Why, this. 


3 


« When an Obj-Ction is made againſt any, thing, that ir is (25 ve 


.&f apprehend ) Withs: {t Realon, or againſt and conty av'y to Reaſon * TC 


© Objection 1s of no value, 11 fuch thing is nor the proper Object ot 
& Reaſon. Such! as the Nateres and Eſjerces of ings, their fertial 


| Reaſons, Uinomns, Operations, and Properrnies|- which no Man can pre- 
"oh oy 4rc 'the Ol ject» of Reajon : 3 Or that any Man living can know 


Ay hive of them. And this, we aaas | farther, is all the Incompre- 
oo het Caliey lor C Contradittion: * that 21 - Can on IC27 On the Trinity; 
« or I-carnation. By we Trmiy, meaningibis Trimmiry of Sperits. - AS 


Tfaid. in the name of Goodnels, what is this A- (wer, to that Oh. 


j=tion ? The Objection 1s; why ſhould reafonable Creatures be obli 
ved to believe thi! 2s, without Reaſon? The Anſwer is an Obj.cti: 
Gn ts of no vValſuc, if the Matter ugder diſpute Is not the Object ot 
Reirſon. Pl 4r ly, ths Antwer 1s not to that Objection; but concern- 


Ing quit? another thin 2 : name :lv. that we mult argue by Reo ion, on+ 


ly for or agaloit fuch thi 1n95 as are the Objeqts oi Reaſon, Burt that 
| £2 | thts: 


AER CHA I es CU 
4 x 3; ney | 


; | Al | - 

te | 31 ; 2 ( 20) nh 
| Hm this wild Anſwer might look like ſomewhat, he adds; the Sabſ/tances, 
E jerces, Reaſons, Properties, Unions, and Oper a; jons of things, are not 
 Objets of Reaton: ard no Men living can know any thing of them. 
Then, there is nothing, that is the Ob): '& of Reaſon, and no Man 
i; 4A in2 Enons any thing at all : \for this Enumeration (Subſtance es, El- 
FT Feet Rejions, Unis, Properties, Oper: on: Y. comprehends a] 
[7&$ > |CVEr Tus v4: "+ ol C! : ted Ine bit .crbate: ES \ Zt ure. k IS ere 
305 and coOuefs'sd by all Mcn, but this Gentleman ; who leews to de- 
fir int nathioe fo much, as "Baradbats, and thinks the. Folpit and. | 
te like ict Places to make *em/Ifimors and xomarkatye : thar, 


© y 
0 


| | df Pefuncan be no ortherwile imployed, | but eILHeCT 202ut SUL: C8 
(| HEART ih It Unicns, ciential Rex 9; S. Ontratlo:!|s, Or | Prop Citlcs: Whiar 
. } | | BAK SIF} | EVE ; bur enters it 15 4 (m1 54 he or the 1 TYoperty, or Ope- 
| (i + || "4th of 2 Sno{l cance ? For as LO efjentihid leaſens, ard rims Une for- 
F \ | mer| (as well . a5 Mod e3 and Accidents) come nd, r the BEAerar name 
: | -jof! Pr. Perrier, | Ritlbility, (for inſtance) js an eſſential Reaſon. of Mar 
| 4s he ts Man; 33.0 YEL it & rc eckoned among the Properties: as \ 2A 28 
| 0s rat lity, Groffcis. Agility, Slow nel, Whitcteſs, Redne% , and 
1 T1 | iehſlize) Stodes ard Accidents, |atc calied the Priperties of oe AO 
Wt |ter): Properties by which they] are diitinguiſhed irom one another. 
F428 A5 Cer al Reaſons are but Properties, fo Linions are but the Operat:- 
| | | | Fs, of SbÞ{tances or their Properties. In'ſhort, | ſay, that without 
| | beirg 1 nc euicſly nice, Subjt ances, with their Preperties and Operations, 
| Ville enote the whole Compl:x f things ; their Reaſons and Unicr's 
Uperiuoutly added. + And it thele arc not the Objetts of Reaſor, 
n has no Objects aball : In 5 eli they are the only thing: about 
< Reaſon is converſant. | 
tak 7, their Propertics, -and Operations - Nachral Philoſophers conſider 
| 3odi s on corporcal Subftances, their Operations and their Properties : Pars 
| | | icvlar Arts ard Crafts are converlant «bont particular Bodies z as 
| BI: Fly fokans and Chirurgions about rhe humane Body ; C hymilts about 
| | Plants and Metals: - the Lzpidary a out Jewels q, the Apothecary about 
| LO Drugs. Do theſe Artilits know rothing about the Sabſtances, their 
Pore cr Over a'tons, their Unpens and eſſertial Reaſons ;, about 
which, both their Minds and Bodies are evcry day imployed ? ! Ale 
ſured! ', When the Court deſired Mr. Dean of Sr. Paul's to print this 
| | - | Serm n, they could not have don him a greater Lillervice 3 than 
- }} | riust ' his Vanityy ro expoſe his KenGalous Inadyerſions, to 
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the View (and Scorn) of every body. It 15 wel ſeen, why this Dean 
has preach'd agitnlt Philoſophy 3 Bccaule he hath 1 very little himſelf. 
He has heard of Eſſence, Propertics, Operations, ellential Reaſons : 


and not knowing well what they mcan. he gueites, they are things, 


that 2 2:3lous Prcacher ovght to beltir himk. If againtt, A little 
mor: Zeal and Ianorance nazht have quilificd him, to be one of 
my Lords} the Inquititors; 1 the Inc q 1;tton-Office at Lebor : 

where lately. they condeined.an Englih 42are, to be burnt as @ 
Hirch becaule the could. tignity* rae* Hour of the Days on a- 


arch or Clock, [cov}d dance to a Fiddle; egy veral fuch little 


Feats, /as are cally taught ro Beſts: Some Perſons interceded 
with the Holy t athers, tor ine are, relling 'cm, ſhe had been 


ſhown all over Chriiterdom : and that theſe, [ticks had been of- 
ten |taught, to other Coclic B< aits; eſpeclilly to Elephants. But 


"the Farh« rs, as zealous as tome body elle againlt whar they 


did not underſtard, anſwered; ſhe ſhall be burnt : for admit- 
ting ſhe 1; 10k alWitch; be flare. coming trom a ſhe 1s 4 {76> 


Yetick, 


He ſays, Laſlly : © 7his (that the Queſtion is about Eſſences, 
«© Unions, Proper t; 5) IS all the Incomprebenſibleneſs, that can be 

« charged on the Doctrines of the T FIDTty, and Incarnation. For 
my part, to dea! ſtankly; after all the buſtle and noiſe} that has 
been mace, on both des, about Ayſteries and. Incompreenſibles - 
| know n0 Incomprehentibleneſs, or Myltery, in the Catholick 
PoArines of the Trinity, and the Incarnation: | I mean, as they 
are explained and dc larcd by the Church ; and now received, by 


the Unitarians themſelve- : not, as they are perverted, and miſre- | 
preſented, by a (little) Faction ; that have learned, from Dr. | 
Cudrorth, tocall themſclics Realrſes- > as 1f their ritheiſm werethe-| 


only real Trinay. | — 5 


The Church reaches, that there is but one Eternal All- perfect 
Spirit but ove infinite ſpiritual Subſtance : and this is what we 


indifferently. call & /D, the Divomty, the Deity, the Divine Na- 
ture, the Divine Effernce or Subſtince. As to the diltinction of 


| 5 * 
Pd 


Perſons in the Deity ; to uſe the Words of the Biſhop of Wor- + * 


ceſter : © When we conlider a Divine Eſſence, there can be no 


6 dl- = 


< diſtinCtion cond cived | 11 1t. but by different Modes of Sul fincnce 
'<& 


| = | | 
188 (11 + £14 ) 
| 


or (whit 1s the ſme) different relative Properties, [The Tri- 
Pity then 1s the |[Divine| Eſſence, Godhead, or Deity, contider'd 
under three different! Atalies of Subliftence 3 which are called Rela- 
rrve Properties, beenuic they ding, 2nd becauſe a threefold 
Relation ariſes (in. th: Deity) from them : and Perſons they are” 
ogy: becauſe diſtinguiſhing characterizing $ PrOPereiey's Woethicr 
In a $60 Nzture, or. in| particular Natures or Subſtar ces 3 wheth 
| ure or Subitance, make what anticnr 
v6) choffant Cuſton) natheth Rerſong. Theſe Modes of Proper- 
ties are by ſome mote particularly deſcribed ; St. Auſtin, and 
{from- him) the Divines|of the $c hools, 186} upon Inc! 257 oe 
Netitia, & Amor: or*( riginal 472d or Wildom ; the L270 
or r7{fiex 1; anm, Zo ql by Mind 3 and the Sp:ration. of Di. 
Vine 1.gve. The fir{t. as | generating, 1s named the Father : : the 
' ſecond, being fu rencrared, by # condeſceniipn to humane Lan- 
guage, is called che Son - | the third, b- i: ng a SMAration, has the 
name of Spirit, 1 know not, as I ſaid, what Myſtery or Incom- 
- prehenſibleneſs there is, i this! account, which has been the 
Language and Explication| of the Church ever lince St. Auſt in : 
and not] of the Latin Church only, but of | the Greek; as | in- 
tend to prove at large, whenever letſure and a fit TOY 


ſhall ſerve. 
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 oocafion of calling the Trinity a Myſt. 
the LUnlearned, or not Learned in Scho- 
| Afi c and | niloſopii al Forms, arid the various Accept ations 
| of them. I ſay, the ona of. c2iling the Dottrine of the Tri- 
| nity] a- Mylt ery, was rey 21 ec auſe he rerm Perſons ;, and ag, 
| Fx ber, Son, and Spirrt., nf concerning the Deity, in a ver. © 
yl - | | | i: \CFOn, Senie, from <1 [po Noſe ON Meaning, witen vulcd of 


& 1k "Of V, h 

t| ICC Bain] that thic 
: EY : | EXCCNL G nly 21m912 
| \# Þ 
| | : 


| *M: J::4 or other created Beings. For all humane © Peblans, and Fa- 
| cher, and Son, among Men, are diftingniſhed not on:y by dittc- 
rent |\Medes and Properties, bur t by diltinct Subſtances. Int; cliects, 
4 N ape Wills: but tne Dairy a but. one Eſtence or oY ritua) Sub- 

-| 2? fancy, with, one Underlta: ng, Will, land Energy in n:mber. 

| | BS |), Thusithe Idca of Per /ons, and of Father, FRY and Spirit. in God. 
| implying a Notion fo very Citicrent, from che mcaning of the 


——> > 
* 
— — —— 


»[_} | : * . _ 
time terins, when FPOKen: ol 


\ the {er ms led 41 


compontin ble. of my {teri 


C41 | 
tea and cleared Beings : , twas 
arc uſed CONCRrDLOg, God, lit a myſtical 
- Senſe ; concerning other Beings, in a nrofene | or common Senſe, 
A Senie of Words or T erms 10t 10 oſually applied , or rather, 


thought fit, to tay, tlie 


contrary to the vulgar en4 fequlzr Ute of them, was named Myf- 
__ at firſt, 1hud+, only by] tne ies Learned : : afterwards, £0 
onciliate the grcater Reverence To the At ticle,. by the mote 


Learned 4110. 4 


As to the Incarnation. The Dotrine of the Church, has no- 
thing in it, in the lealt unconceivable or myſterious - viz. That 
the Godhead, (as St. Pani ſpeaks) x0:Tv X41, |or (as St. John) 
£0:#1G,08v, tabernaci'd and dwelleth in the Lord Chriſt. Not as in 


Prophets, occaſionally, and in meaſure - but as the Soul in the Bo- 


dy, viz. always e::!!;ntning and actuating him 3 and exerting by 
him 5nd in him £2 Divine Attributes, Omnipotence and Omnt- 
ſcience z ſo that *ci truly ſail, God w.s made Man, and the Lord 
Chriſt % God. Yet not as Eutyches exceeded in the caſe; fo that 


i 


God was changed into Man, and the Humanity was Deified z which, 


beſid*s that ?tis blifphemous, 15 allo | contradictory : 'but {o, that ; 


re to be interpreted by the Dottrine not the 
Doctrine by the Terms': . That is.to ſay; |We believe, that 
God is efſentiaily Omnpreſent : but dwelling 112 the Lord Chrilt, 
as, the Soul in| the Ba Y 3 that Is, alw.ys mile htning and alu: 
1118 hun. by an eternal do! vole 14: A; exertins 
by 'bim the proper Craratters of tne Divinity: Omviſcien ce | (the 
Knowleda of ie farure, and of the pho 095 Cc.) and Omnipo- 
tence, that is the Power of A.racles, and of Creation, as W229 {gen 


in| the caſe of! the: multiplicd oaks: and Fiſhes ; therefore we . 


rightly affirm 4 communication of Idioms, as to the terms : Namely, 


that in reſpect of [uch an Incarnation, God became Man; ard the 


Lord Chrult Was. C1 uc I | | | | 


i 
j 
[1 


1 hy, there Is nothing ; in theie two Explications, that 1s 1n- 


riops : there was no reaſon, that F. 3 o- 


(that ver y jcarned Þ, Tn) JF. Crellks, ſhould cry Tar- 


Cinut, 
gon, tid 3 n/tery; and as little that Catholick Writers ſho Id 


\\, A.Þ>1:% ming on % 3 I | > 1 eS5 
fend m_ ic [Do omipaerys the name of great Diificuite; 


ws 
ns | my > 


aiſo by bin aud 


, ry 0" 5 SR I Hf >» apes 9 


' purpoſe, as if we b6erter underſtond the Natures of things, 


if 


| Ly - 94 )  . 
myſterious and inconceivaple. Articlzs. There. 15 nothing in 
them, that. can puzzle either a learned or a diſcerning Man ; 
nothing that ſhocks our Reaſon, or to which any Syltem of 
Philoſophy yet | known | m3k:sS any oppoſitiqn. If,whar is in- . 
anded in the Terms off theſe Articles, is made intelligibte, nay | 

* oytous 3. and It the Exyplication iyplics, nothing, contrary to. 


Patlotophy or Reaſin, that is, to exp2rimental or to watiral 


\- lgqwledg: 1 ſhall -be glad! to be tanghe, why, theſe Articles 


wult be called Ay/ter :es | 3 name that offends t9 many, and 1n 


which others fo, much d-light, both {in my poor Jud»ment } 
without Cauſe. i | | 

: \ © 12 8 73 ._ | 
: To his Anſwer unto the {aſt Objection. 


| | 


" HE Second Othjettion 15 this : © To whar purpoſe can ſuck _ 

|| 4 Revelation ſerve, or of what ule cn fach a Faith be ; 
© which is concerning things that we cannot underitand, or can- 
«© not comprehend ? I do\ not think, any Sect of Religious ever 
made this Objection : for how could it eſcape them, that, or the 
one ſide, the Articles of .Religion .are nt altozether tnconceivable, 
or unintelligible; and that o7 rhe other hand, there is ſcarce any 
thing in Nature, of in. Art, that is altogether conceivable and in- | 
telligible ? | | 


| 


1 
| , 


| But Ict ns+hear what tb Preacher ſays upon it. He ſays : 
1.| f| We may uſe the World, ws faly, ad every thing in it, 
* 10 4s, good purpoſe, aS li me anderſrood the Realons, and internal 
& Natures of things. No. Triiler ; not fo fully, nor to fo good* 
| Nay, 
we can make no ufe at ail|of it; bur only fo far forth, as we 
underſtarid the Nature, \ ard Reajons| of things in, it. 


CC 


We can 


- uſe nothing, to any punpole, till we know or underitand fome- 


thing! of its Nature: apd | no farther c3n we apply ir, and 


uſe it, . than we he rg on, its. Nature, and Know Its Proper: 
"ties and Powers. Th: mattcr-is fo plain, I will dweli no lon- 


ger upon It. | | 


+ 


He 


ORs Vets ba 
3 


i : 
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He favs Laſtly : ©. The lapſed State of Nature, makes /-per- 


| te natural Knowleds neccilary : Whcn Man had ſinned, he ftor-* 
' & feited the our of God, and his natural Immortality and 


* the Light of Nature cold not teach him, how to make Atone- 


<« ment for Sin; or gre any hop2 that| God would beſtow 


© Immortal Litc.' . True, bur not \in the leaſt to the purpoſe : 


tis no Anſwer, to chat | Obje:tion 3 'but to another: namely, to 
this ;| why Revelation, or a ſupe- natural Knowledg, is necellary ; 


or however, bighly requiſite * The Objection was, -concern- 
ing a Revelation, and Faith, zo, intelligible, Or mot Concerua- 
ble: The Anſwer is, only con cerning Revelation (or ſuper- 


natural Knowleig) in general, why it |was given to Men ? 


There 15a great differ ence between ſuper naturally revealed and u7- 
conceivable : the whole Chriſtian Religion,| the Precepts as well 
as Faith of It, IS 4 ſupernatural Revelation; and yet a Syſtem 


ſo intelligible, that it muſt be taught. to-[the Women, to the 


Poor, and even: to little Children. It was not. made the mar- 
ter of ſupernatural ies, 
neſs, or Tranſcendency of the humane Under ftanding : but to 
aſcertain the Truth F*) and to enforce It Aubwriny: in th 


. World. | Rn - : | 


I have done with the Sermon ; and. ſhz Fl hope that| ſuch Apa- 


loziſts for the Articles of the Catholick Church, as fir{l COrrupe. 


thoſe Articles by. an Heretical Senſe put] on them and then 
betray them, by a Defence partly faiſc, ahd partly weak; will 
no more be incouragecd to -print, 'as well |as preaGn, | ther Er- 
rors and Follies. I know, «is an uſua! Civility of the Court, 
eſpecially to ſuch Divines as are Dignificd,] Doors and Deans ; 
to deſire them, to print their Sermons : |} $0W £99, that ſome 
heard this Sermon, and moved the printing of it; who under- 
ſtood well the Heretical Aim of the Preacher, and expected 


'it would be anſwered . by ſome or oticr| that underſtood the 


Doctrine of the Church, and how to Kefend it. Notwith- 
ſtanding, it were better, that treacherous Defences, and falſe 
Repreſentations, of the Articles of our Faith, miz:ht not he 


countenanced out of a (dangerous) Civ! ity to TIS Errontzous 
45% BB | Per- 


for its Dificulty, Myſteriouſ- : 


7 (26) 


Perſon :' or Poiſon be ſold, and even cried about the Streets ; 
A 


| 
| 


From an expetation of ſome good Antidote, that may be 
glind 


bait ir; I mvan, that it might not be ſold and cried 
= (6 c, b, direction of an Honourabic Court, only in com- | 


Aliment to che mere Station or| Poſt; In which ! ir. Preacher hap- 


ASN5 TO YO. 
© As for him, we know befort-hand, what his Defekee will be, 
the fame that he always makes; on this occaſion : as he has an- 

iwcr'd to the Oxford-Heads, to Dr. S—th, and to the Author of 
A Fudgment of the C ontrover(y, between Dr. S=—th and Dr, Sher- 
lock; that by 1 is a Sabellian, or a Soctnian. By which 
Intolencies, Falſhoods, he has at laſt ſo provok'd 'every 


| body; that the Charge of Socinianiſm is now brou2ht home, 
to himiCl7 : and may itbe |left, where *tis ſo well deſerved, 
and fo truly imputed. There is nothing more true, thin that 


his Sentiments about the Trinity are the ſame, with thoſe of 


| Lelins Socinus, V. Gentilis, OG, Blanarata, F. Liſmaninus, and other 


— 


Founder} of Socinianiſm': and that. he" can never defend the 
Unity of Ged,. on thoſe Principles. He. will be led, by a-ne- 
cellary Chain of Conſequences, to the Scheme of Fauſtus Socs- 
75: Which is built on this Miſtake, common to him and Dr. 


| Sherlock, that Perſon and|a particular zntelligent Eſſence or Sub- 


ſtance, are equivale nt terms, fo that in ſaving three Perſons, you 
ſay alſo |three Eſſences, The Ground of Fauſtus Socinus, and 
which if] true, all Men, grant that his Scheme alſo of Relige 
on would be true, 1s, that Perſon and a particular mtell:gent Sub. 
ſtance are the ſame; that as often as you multiply one, you 


- multiply! the other : from whence Fanſtus concluded, we muſt 


not fay three Divine [Perſons begauſe *ris a granting three Di- 
vine Subſtances or Eilinces, which would be three Gods. Leſt 
Dr. Sherlath ſhould deny, that he takes the ſame Ground with 
Fits Socinus; and therefore, that i conſequence their Schemes 
are coincident; I will ſubjoin his ery Words: © A Perſon, and 
& an mteigent Subſtance, are reciprocal terms : -and three di- 
A * Ripet Perſons, are three diſtinct numerical Subſtances; and 

'O1e NuUmet1 ical] rrenrgent Subftances is but one numerical Perſon, 


©  Vind Cp. 69. Agiln, ** How can three diſtinct Perions nave 


| 


C27) j | 
« but one numerical Subſtance ? What is the Diſtinction, bs 
* tween Eſſence, Perſonality, and aL tence? Þ. F39. 


To conclude ; All the Difference between F. Socimnus and this 
Man is; Socinus ſaw the Conlequences of his Principles, -with- 
out a Monitor : the other, even when admouiſh'd, does hots or 


(as ſome think) will not ſce them. 


A POSTS.CR 0. 
By another Hand. 


-- 


Tn "WM ha told bis Reader] p.7 | thatDe $h, hath 


not indeed in this Sermon declar” d exprelly, what kind 

of Trinity he pleads tor 3 bur he intimates ir, and plainly 

points to it, atp.7,G 10, But beſides what 15 there ſaid, for 
making known the Dean's Doctrine of a Tr:mity of Spirits and "Cub. 
ſtances, 1 conceive it may give greater Evidence of it, tocite a Pal- 
ſage or two concerning, it out of his Book, The Vindication of the 
Dottrine of the Bleſſed Trinity, &c. where we find, p. 66. © It is 
« plain, the Perſons are perfectly diſtinct, for they are three di- 
« ſtint and infinite Minds.-——-To fay, they are three Divine 
© Perſons, and not three diſtinct Infinite Minds, is both Hereſy 
& and Non-ſenſe.' They are three intelligent Beings. Father, 
« Son, and Holy Ghoſt, are as really diſtinct Perſons as Peter, 
, «© Fames, and Fobn, (p. 105.) They are three Holy Spirits, p-258. 
© There is no Contradiction that three Infinite Minds ſhould be 
« abſolutely perfect, in Wiſdom, Goodneſs, Juſtice and Power ; 
& for theſe are Perfeftions that may be in more than on*, p. 81, 
© And p. 47. We muſt allow the Divine Perſons to be real ſpb- 
& fantial Beinzs—the three Divine Perſons are ſubſtanrially di- 
| ©: [Tinet. This now 1s. that Doftrine which Dr. Sherlock mult bo | 
underſtood to plead for in this Sermon. [ti is the Myſtery of this | 
| | L272 | Vitt- 


| 1d 
| ETA 


: C1 2d.) Y | 
Trinity, of which he fays, p. 12. The \[nconcervableneſs can be no Ar. 
gunrent ac ainſt the Truth of the Revilation, or that Senſe ef the Words 
 wnich contains ſuch Myſteries. Thc are the things (he ſays): we 
muſt believe. rho: we aa not ſee , things which we have no natur a! Notwn 
er Conception of, thinss that are not evident to natural Reaſun. The 
myaning is plaiily this ; We muſt believe his Doctrine of three 
diſtinct and Infinice Minds\'and Spirits, however it does in our 
clearelt Reaton, improv'd alſo by moſt evident Revelation, intro- 

| duce the! Worſhip of three Gods for what 15 ſo evident both in 

; Reafon and Revelation, as that God 1s one Jrfiaice Aind and Spirit, 
| = 2nd not'three? But Dr. Sh. has devied fome pretty new terms, 

ſich as Self-conſcronſneſs and mutual Conſciouſneſs, whereby to elude 

. the Teſtimony of Holy Scripture concerning the perfect Oneneſs 

of God : but Reaſon contradicts hiv. and will not ſuffer him to 

deſtroy that glorious Attribute undcr the notion of »nconcervable 

4 Myſtery :| She 1:ys, it's not Myſtery, but a plain Inconliſtency ; 
| therefore Dr. $h. would haye her Mouth ſfopp'd, or our Ears 

| ſtopp'd, | that we may not hear what Reaton ſays, tho in conſent 
| | ' With Reyelation ; or at leaſf that we ſhould give no heed to what 

: > «| -\ Was yl | 


" 
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nd 


Qur Author has told us, that the Oxford-Decree condemns this 
During as I» pious and Heretical , contrary to the DoCtrine of the 

Catholick Church, and the Church of Englapd. | But if we will be- 
FE | lieve this Preacher. the Oxford-Heads have paſs'd that Sentence. 
F-: becauſe they give too much heed to natural Reaſon and Philoſophy ; 
4 and exalt what thoſe ſay, even above Revelation. This brings to 
my| mind what the late pi nagar of Bleſicd Memory determin®d 
in the Diſpute between Reaſon and Revelation, _ Dr. Sherlock did. 


Om ATWO Ea,” 


DO EE ed ern X 


; Lint a great deal of Right in a Sermon |upon the fad occaſion of his 
; : Death, l hope he will not now deſpiſe | his Judgment. That great 
j | Man vpoh 1 John 4. 1. ſays, 1, That Reaſon 1s the Faculty mhereby 
| [ | Revelations are to be diſcerned, 2. All ſupernatural Revelation ſup- 
| 'Þ  Pierb the Truth of the Principles of natural Religion. 3. All Reaſon- . 


þ| - ? m7s about Divine Revelations muſt ne ſarily be governed by the Princs- 

75 BL ples of natural Religion, that is, © by thoſe Apprehenfions which 
| | | Men naturally have of the Divine PerfeCtions, and by the clear 
+ Notions of Good end Evil, which are tmprinted upon our Na-. 
; | ” | FRET ” | " tures, 


| 


| 
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« tyres. Becauſe we haye no other way to judg of what is 

& thy of God, and credible to be reveaid by bien, .and wha 6 not, 
« but by Tatural Notions which we have of God; and of his ellen 

& tial Pcrfections and by theſe Principles likewife we are 0 
oh interpret wh what God hath revealed 3 and when any doubt atl'eti 
« con-crning the Meaning of any Divine Revelation, (as that of 


« the Holy Scriptures) we are td govern our {clyes in the Inter- | 
«& pretation of it, by what is molt agrecable to thoſe natural No- 
© tions which we have of God ; and we have all|the Reaſon in the 


« World: to reject that Senſe which 1s contrary thereto. 4. No- 


&« thing ovght to be receiv'd as a Revelation trom God, which 


ho plainly contradicts the Principles of natural Religion, or oycr- 
« throws the Certainty of them. Under this Head that excellent 


Man concludes , & That a Miracle 1s not enough! to give credit to - 


*© a Prophet that teacheth any thing, contrary 0 that natural No- 
& tion which Men have, That there 15 but ene God, who only 0142 bt to 
& be worſhizped. Thus we ſe that in the Judgment of the late 
Archbiſhop, Dr. Sherloc&s Trinity would not be made credible, 


tho a Miracle ſhould be wrought in Teſtimony of it, becauſe ir 


contradicts the Principles of naturd) Religion, That? Is of 1 natural 
Reaſon. | 
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